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5/ 18/70 

Mr. H, Stuart Cunningham 
^hief Deputy Clerk 
U.S.Dietriet Court 
Northern District of Illinois 
U.S. Court House 
Chicago, 111. 60604 

Deer Mr. Qunningham, 

I regret causing you to take time for correspondence and appreciate 
the fact thet you do. However, your letter of the 11th end the enclosed forms 
Ideve me with further Questions. 

First, you do not tell me how I can arrange to make bond within 
Illinois, which the forms require. x own property in Maryland but not in 
Illinois# Is thera a company you can recommend taat does tnis for e feev I 
know someone in Chicago who X will ask who may own property there, 

Rule 7 presents a different problem. I presume that under the law 
I will be recognised as my own attorney. However, if it were possible for rae 
to make arrangements with $ Chicago attorney I*d not have to be my own. Does 
tale rule apply to non-entorneya who act fbr themselves? Through others who 
have Chicago acquaintances X did mekean effort to locate 8n attorney# They 
oil seem to fear what they regard as inevitable harressment from Sherman 
Skolnick. From my experience I can understand this. Can this rule be waived 
as it applies to a non-lawyer aching as his own lawyer? Otherwise, it effectively 
denies me access to the protection of the law, unless I can file suen a suit 
in my own Jurisdiction, which X have bean told I cannot# 

Executing the ••Category of tne Cause” fora likewise pr* seats problems. 
Here, perhaps, you can help frith little trouble. The complaint I filed seeks 
two things above all: it is a motion to dismiss what it alleges is a spufriouB 
action filed by Skolnick and it seeks an injunction against hie further unauthorized 
use of my property, which is protected under both the copyright and common laW3. 

In addition, it contains a prayer for the assessment of suoa damages aa the court 
my, after hearing, see fit to sward. As a layman, X would assume in part this 
could be included in the first two items under "CX^II/ 1 , pdrhapa the third alao if 
copyright la equated with patent, under "pending" • But X see no place that with a 
layman** understand fits either motion to dismiss or injunction. 

May I ask this question elao: X think, within the meaning of the lew, 

X ma an indigent* I do own property, but I hove neither income et the moment nor 
cash or available resources* Are there, under your rules, special progisions for 
indigenta? Gan the court, for example, waive the bond requirement for an out-of- 
state indigent, or can he waive the rule 7 requirement or aaaign local counsel 
to comply with this rule? I*d appreciate either or both if it is possible. 

Until these thing® can be worked out, I hope you can keep the complaint 
on file and alifre, for I do not believe it is the purpose or intent of the law 
and tne rules that they be used to deny citizens of other states access to tne 
protection of the law and the courts. Thank you very much. Sincerely, 

Harold Weiabarg 


